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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the 
United States before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent, or on an international application 
by another who has fulfilled the requirements of paragraphs (1 ), (2), and (4) of section 371 (c) of this 
title before the invention thereof by the applicant for patent. 

Claims 9-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (e) as being anticipated by 
Frimberger et al. (US 7,017,700 B2). 

With respect to claims 9, 17, and 18 Frimberger et al. teaches a system/method 
for detecting rollover situation in such a way that restraint, such as belt tighteners or 
head airbags can be deployed at the right time during rollover. 

Frimberger et al. teaches a decision stage which generates a triggering decision 
for the vehicle safety device if a travel behavior of the vehicle which is critical for safety 
is determined, based on dynamic vehicle movement parameters (see figure 3; column 
3, lines 44-46). Thus, Frimberger et al. teaches the plausibility checking stage in which 
the safety device is activated. 

Frimberger et al. teaches that in case of vehicle rollovers which are preceded by 
a driving situation with a large inclination detected, the occupant is in the unfolding zone 
of an airbag (head airbag, curtain), then the airbag will not be activated under any 
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circumstances. In this situation, Frimberger et al. teaches the triggering decision is 
made as implausible when the large inclination is detect when the occupant in the 
unfolding zone of an airbag. 

As to claim 10, Frimberger et al. teaches checking the plausibility of the triggering 
decision using a parameter which is indicative of rate of change in the travel behavior 
(see column 3, lines 26-31; the angular speed W is used in the decision of triggering the 
restraint device). 

As to claim 1 1 , Frimberger et al. teaches that in case of vehicle rollovers which 
are preceded by a driving situation with a large inclination detected, the occupant is in 
the unfolding zone of an airbag (head airbag, curtain), then the airbag will not be 
activated under any circumstances. In this situation, Frimberger et al. teaches the 
triggering decision is made as implausible when the large inclination is detect when the 
occupant in the unfolding zone of an airbag. 

As to claims 12-14, in Frimberger et al., in case of plausibility, the rollover 
criterion W exceeds the dynamic rollover threshold S, then a rollover is detected and the 
restraint device is triggered. Therefore, in case of implausibility, the rollover criterion W 
is below the rollover threshold S, then the restrain device is prevented to trigger (see 
column 3, lines 59-61). 

As to claim 15, Frimberger et al. teaches that the vehicle safety device can be 
triggered in a reversible fashion (see column 3, lines 44-61). 

As to claim 16, Frimberger et al. further teaches that the vehicle safety device is 
a seatbelt pretensioner (see column 1, lines 34-36). 
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Response to Arguments 

In response to the applicant's arguments filed on 01/28/2008, the previous 
rejection has been withdrawn. A new ground of rejection has been set. The claims 
listed above would not be patentable over the new cited prior art. 

Conclusions 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tuan C To whose telephone number is (571) 272-6985. 
The examiner can normally be reached on from 8:00AM to 5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jack Keith can be reached on 571-272-6878. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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